Remarks 

Applicants respectfully request entry of this amendment, and 
reconsideration and allowance of the captioned application. In 
the pending Office Action, claims 1-23, 34-43 and 65 are 
withdrawn from consideration due to a restriction requirement. 
In this Amendment, claims 24 and 28 are amended, claims 69-71 are 
canceled without prejudice, and new claims 72 and 73 are added. 

1. In the pending Office Action, claims 26, 27, 31, 32, 44- 
55, 57-64 and 66-68 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but allowable if rewritten in independent 
form. In response to a similar objection in the previous office 
action, claim 49 was rewritten in independent form, incorporating 
all limitations of the original independent claim 24 from which 
it depended. Claims 50-55 depend directly or indirectly from 
claim 49. Claim 57 has always been an independent claim, and 
claims 58-64 and 66-68 depend directly or indirectly from claim 
57. Therefore, claims 49-55, 57-64 and 66-68 are allowable in 
accordance with the Office Action. Claims 26, 27, 31,. 32 and 44- 
48 still depend directly or indirectly from claims 24 or 28 that 
are allowable for the reasons stated below. Consequently, those 
dependent claims are also allowable. 

2. The Office Action rejects claims 24, 25, 28-30 and 33 as 
being anticipated by MacFadden. Applicants traverse the 
rejection. 

MacFadden cannot anticipate independent claim 24 at least 
because MacFadden does not disclose a rotating portion rotatably 
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connected to the stationary portion. The Office Action 
erroneously identifies the MacFadden electrical unit 2 as the 
claimed rotating portion. However, the MacFadden electrical unit 
2 is not a mounting system component, but is the device being 
mounted. It is analogous to the graphic display in the preamble 
of the claimed sign-mounting system. In addition, it is not 
rotatablv connected to the MacFadden mounting bracket 1 (that the 
Office Action identifies as the claimed stationary portion) . 
Line 4 0 of the first column of MacFadden describes them as being 
"rigidly secured" to each other, and the MacFadden figures show 
that rotation was not contemplated. 

Nonetheless, in order to expedite prosecution and not for 
reasons of patentability, independent claim 24 is amended by 
adding a limitation that bend coupling the first and second 
segments of spring arms exceeds about 90°. As seen in the 
MacFadden figures, this is not true of the MacFadden yieldable 
arm portions 21 (that the Office Action identifies as the claimed 
spring arms) . 

Therefore, MacFadden does not anticipate independent claim 

24 . 

Claims 25 and 33 depend from claim 24, and are allowable for 
that reason alone. In addition, MacFadden does not disclose 
additional limitations of those claims. For example, claim 33 
requires that the stationary portion is mountable to the 
supporting structure using a fastener through an opening of the 
stationary portion. The Office Action does not explain its basis 



for rejection of claim 33. However, its explanation of various 
claim 24 limitations compels it to be characterizing the 
MacFadden support 5 as the supporting structure mentioned in 
claims 24 and 33 . MacFadden does not disclose or suggest its 
mounting bracket 1 being mountable to its support 5 using a 
fastener through an opening of the mounting bracket 1. MacFadden 
does disclose using a screw 19 through an aperature 17 for 
attaching bracket 1 to* electrical unit 2. However, the Office 
Action characterized MacFadden' s bracket 1 and electrical unit 2. 
as the claimed stationary and rotating portions, respectively. 

Therefore, MacFadden does not anticipate dependent claims 25 
and 33. 

MacFadden cannot anticipate independent claim 28 for at 
least the following reasons: 1) MacFadden does not disclose a 
rotating portion rotatably connected to the stationary portion, 
as discussed above in connection with claim 24, and 2) MacFadden 
does not disclose a lip securingly engageable to an edge of an 
opening of the supporting structure. Nonetheless, in order to 
expedite prosecution and not for reasons of patentability, 
independent claim 28 is amended. As amended, it specifies that 
the spring arms with securingly engageable notches, and the 
mounting extensions with a securingly engageable lip, are 
alternative' mounting features. The multi-mount features allow 
alternative ways of securing a stationary portion to a supporting 
structure. The embodiment illustrated in Figures 40-43 of the 
captioned application is one example of a sign-mounting system 
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with alternative mounting features. Two alternative mounting 
features are discussed in paragraphs 98-99 of the captioned 
application. The MacFadden spring arms 26 are used in 
conjunction with the yieldable arm portions 21, and do not 
provide an alternative mounting feature. 

Therefore, MacFadden does not anticipate independent claim 
28. Claims 29 and 30 depend from claim 28, and are allowable for 
at least that reason alone. 

3. The Office Action rejects claim 56 as being rendered 
obvious by MacFadden in view of Levine. Claim 56 depends from 
claim 24, and is allowable for at least that reason. 

4. The Office Action rejects claims 69-71 as being 
anticipated by Levine. Claims 69-71 are canceled without 
prejudice . 

5. New claims 72 and 73 depend from independent claims 57 
and 24, respectively, and are allowable for at least that reason. 
In the example of the embodiment illustrated in Figures 40-43, 
spring arms 951 are one example of support for claim 72, and the 
helical sliding surface arrangements are examples of support for 
claim 73 . 



43 



Applicants submit that the application is in condition for 
allowance, and request entry of the amendment, reconsideration 
and allowance. 

Respectfully submitted, 



10 January 2006 




L, Friedman 
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